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sicners' Court employed and placed

Wt Aouse pay roll an exployeo giving him
the title as Asglstant Custodian apd Inventory Clerk.
If this Clerk vrenders his sexvioes Iin the Coumission-
er's Freclnets taking their loventory or at other
County Institutions taking inventory and is not ren-
dexing service pertsining to the Court Rouse, can his
ealsyy be le ally paid from the Genersal Fund Couwrt
House pay rollt"
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Gensrally speaking, the County Coamissionerst Court
¢s the sotive governing b of the County, vith & Jurisdiotion
ghat touches in soxe rng:o s almost every feature of the oounty's
pusinses, end the Court has full &nd generel oharge of the hutéas
pess affairs of tha County. (¥hlinger v, Clark, 8 3. V. (ed) }
aseet v, Kucoes County, 235 8, VW, 7{ Tex, Jur., Vol, 11, P.

). The term "county businssas” should be given & bLrosd and
jibersl construction 80 a8 not to defest the g:rpcso of the lav.
Apd (¢t is hsld that the Commiseionsrs! Court hes fmplied author-
ity to do vhet way Do mcea&arg in the oexerolite of the duties or

ciers eonferxed upon them., (City Watfonal BPank v. Presidio County,
gs 8. W. 7753 Glemn v. Dallas Counly Bols 4'Aro Island Levee Dis-
trict, 275 8. W. 137).

The lav {8 vell sattlcd with referonce to the authority
of the Coumissionsrs' Court, as stated in Texss Jurisprudence, V411,

r. 568

"Commissioners' Courts are courts of limited
Jurisdiction, in that thelr authority extends only
to matters pertsining to the gensrsl velfare of
thelr respsctive counties and that their povers
ere only those expressly im.gnedly oonferred
upon them by law, «- that i{s, by the constitution
and statutes of the state."

Por the purposes of this opinion, ve ascume, that the
Comnissioners! Court smployed the person wentionsd to perform
certalin duties in connsotion vith the business affalirs of the
County. We understand your question te be: Gan the salary of the
"sssistant Custodian And Inventory Clerk” be legslly paid from the
Oeneral Fund of the County?

: The Supreme Court stated, among ot things, in the
case of Baxsy County et sl v, !éann: 157ng. Vﬂ(@d)n’%ﬁt

*All county expenditures lewfully suthorized to
be made by & county must be psld out of the county's
gensral fund unless there 1s soms lav wvhich mekes such
expenditures s charge against a special fund.”

Ve knov of no lev msking the above menticned expanditures
s oharge agsinst a special fund., Therefore, it is our opinion that
the salary of the above mentionsd employee must b+ paid from the
Genexrael Fund of the County.
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